Equal senior authors This is a scoping study that uses 16S rRNA and 18S rRNA meta-taxonomic analysis of fecal samples from 23 visceral leishmaniasis cases and 23 healthy endemic controls from Bihar State in STROBE Statement-Checklist of items that should be included in reports of case-control studies Item No Recommendation Title and abstract 1 (a) Indicate the study's design with a commonly used term in the title or the abstract Case-Control used in title lines 1-3. (b) Provide in the abstract an informative and balanced summary of what was done and what was found See abstract lines 39-59.
India. The primary aim was an observational study to determine the composition of gut prokaryotic and eukaryotic microflora in this region of India endemic for VL, with a small case-control comparison to determine whether this microflora differs between VL cases and non-VL endemic controls. We compare microscopic determination of helminth infections with 18S rRNA data, and report on secondary aims of determining the potential influence of prokaryotic or eukaryotic taxa known to contain pathogenic species on gut microbial diversity. The table below provides the line numbers in the manuscript that address items on the STROBE checklist [1] . Note: Due to the nature of our study, many of the criteria are not relevant to our type of study. Other analyses 17 Report other analyses done-eg analyses of subgroups and interactions, and sensitivity analyses This is not relevant to our study analysis. We provided detailed description of the analysis of sequence data for microbes in the gut of cases and controls.
Discussion (lines 497-643)
Key results 18 Summarise key results with reference to study objectives. We described the microbiomes of individuals living in this region of India. We provided information on interesting differences in gut microbes for VL cases compared to endemic controls.
Limitations 19 Discuss limitations of the study, taking into account sources of potential bias or imprecision. Discuss both direction and magnitude of any potential bias. This was a scoping study that demonstrates the value of the technology employed, and indicates where further larger scale studies would be required.
Interpretation 20 Give a cautious overall interpretation of results considering objectives, limitations, multiplicity of analyses, results from similar studies, and other relevant evidence. We have been cautious in the interpretation of our data.
Generalisability 21 Discuss the generalisability (external validity) of the study results. We have discussed the applicability of our methods to the study of NTDs generally.
Other information
Funding 22 Give the source of funding and the role of the funders for the present study and, if applicable, for the original study on which the present article is based. We have provided the information on funding.
*Give information separately for cases and controls.
